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Prepared by: Yanneli Llamas, Caitlin J. Saladino, and William E. Brown, Jr. 
   
PURPOSE: 
 
This Fact Sheet highlights income inequality in Nevada at both the county and metropolitan level. The Tables that follow 
report disparities in income across 16 Nevada counties, as well as 9 metropolitan areas in the state, as identified by the 
Economic Policy Institute. To offer a complete comparison, we also present income disparities between the components 
of the Southwest Megapolitan Triangle: Las Vegas-Henderson-Paradise, NV; Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, CA; and 
Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, AZ.  
 
ABOUT THE DATA: 
 
The Economic Policy Institute (EPI) report, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S.,” focuses on trends in 
income inequality. The report “uses the latest available data to examine how the top 1 percent and the bottom 99 percent 
in each state have fared over the years 1917–2015,” and the authors “provide a snapshot of top incomes in 2015 by 
county and metropolitan area.”1 
 
In the U.S. the top 1% of families earn, on average, 26.3% times as much as the bottom 99%.2 In summarizing the data, 
the EPI authors observe that “there has been vast and widespread growth in income inequality in every corner of the 
country. Overall, the growth in incomes of the bottom 99 percent has improved since our last report, in step with a 
strengthening economy, but the gap between the top 1 percent and everyone else still grew in the majority of states we 
examine here.”3 
 
In Nevada from 2009 - 2015 (the recovery period following the Great Recession) the top 1% of families captured 81% of 
the income growth; this represents the 3rd highest growth of average income among the 1% in the nation.4 
 
WHY IS INCOME INEQUALITY A PROBLEM?  
 
According to Melissa Schettini Kearney,5 former Brookings Senior Fellow in Economic Policy, income inequality often 
exacerbates such problems as:  
● Gaps in educational achievement.  
● Lower rates of high school graduation. 
● Lower rates of social mobility. 
 
 
                                                             
1 See Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, and County,” 2019 
(www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
2 Ibid. 
3 Ibid. 
4 See Economic Policy Institute, “The Unequal States of America: Income Inequality in Nevada,” 2019 (www.epi.org/multimedia/unequal-states-of-
america/#/Nevada). 
5 Melissa Schettini Kearney, “Income Inequality in the United States,” Testimony before the Joint Economic Committee. (www.brookings.edu/wp-
content/uploads/2016/06/16-income-inequality-in-america-kearney-1.pdf).  
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UNDERSTANDING A TOP-TO-BOTTOM RATIO: 
 
Ratios provide a clear and quantifiable illustration of just how large the gap is between the top 1 percent of earners and 
the rest of the population. The average incomes of the top 1 percent dwarf the incomes of the bottom 99 percent in 
America. Specifically, the report shows that for the United States as a whole, the top 1% of families earn an average 
income of $1,316,985, while the bottom 99% earn an average income of $50,107 (representing a ratio of 26.3).6 In other 
words, America’s top 1% earns 26.3 times as much income on average as the bottom 99% in 2015 dollars.  
 
Nevada is among 8 states with a top-to-bottom ratio higher than the national average of 26.3. When ranked by State, 
Nevada demonstrates the 4th highest ratio in the nation, with the average income of the top 1% at $1,354,780, and the 
average income of the bottom 99% at $41,470 (representing a ratio of 32.7). In other words, Nevada’s top 1% earns 32.7 
time as much income on average as the bottom 99% in 2015 dollars.  
 
Notable also is the low average income of the bottom 99% in the state: $41,470 in Nevada, compared to $50,107 nationally. 
 
TABLE 1:  
TOP 10 U.S. STATES WITH HIGHEST RATIO OF TOP 1% INCOME TO BOTTOM 99% INCOME* 
STATE RANK 
(FROM HIGHEST 
TO LOWEST 
RATIO) 
STATE/REGION 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF 
THE TOP 
1% 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF 
THE BOTTOM 
99% 
TOP-TO-
BOTTOM 
RATIO 
1 New York $2,202,480 $49,617 44.4 
2 Florida $1,543,124 $39,094 39.5 
3 Connecticut $2,522,806 $67,742 37.2 
4 Nevada $1,354,780 $41,470 32.7 
5 Wyoming $1,900,659 $60,922 31.2 
6 Massachusetts $1,904,805 $61,694 30.9 
7 California $1,693,094 $55,152 30.7 
8 Illinois $1,412,024 $52,216 27.0 
– UNITED STATES $1,316,985 $50,107 26.3 
9 New Jersey $1,581,829 $65,068 24.3 
10 Washington $1,383,223 $57,100 24.2 
*Adapted from Table 1 of Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, 
and County,” 2019 (www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
 
WHAT INCOME INEQUALITIES EXIST WITHIN THE STATE OF NEVADA? 
 
Using the top-to-bottom ratio, the following data compare the average income of the top 1% to the bottom 99% of the 
population in Nevada counties in 2015. By noting the amount earned by each group, we can see how much wealth is held 
by each county. More importantly, comparing the average income of the top 1% to the bottom 99% provides a better 
understanding of the disparity in earnings, and by extension lifestyles, of the two groups.  
 
Table 2 offers a synthesis of county-level top-to-bottom ratios,7 showing Nevada counties only. In 2015, Douglas was the 
most disparate county, with the average individual in the top 1% earning $2,272,387. Meanwhile, the average income for 
                                                             
6 See Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, and County,” 2019 
(www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
7 The original report by Sommeiller and Price offers ratio of top 1% to bottom 99% income for all 3061 counties in the United States.  
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an individual in the bottom 99% was $51,276. This means that the average person in Douglas County’s top 1% earned 
44.3 times as much as the average person in the bottom 99%.  
Table 2:  
RATIO OF TOP 1% INCOME TO BOTTOM 99% INCOME FOR NEVADA COUNTIES, 20158 
NEVADA 
COUNTY 
RANK 
AMONG 
3061 U.S. 
COUNTIES 
(BY TOP-TO-
BOTTOM 
RATIO) 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF 
THE TOP 1% 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF THE 
BOTTOM 99% 
TOP-TO-
BOTTOM 
RATIO 
Douglas 29 $2,272,387 $51,276 44.3 
Clark 53 $1,418,143 $40,770 34.8 
Washoe 58 $1,531,629 $45,759 33.5 
Carson City 576 $675,029 $37,289 18.1 
Lander 1057 $691,080 $46,126 15.0 
Nye 1479 $384,292 $28,985 13.3 
Storey 1707 $470,065 $37,585 12.5 
Eureka 2213 $403,328 $36,350 11.1 
Elko 2318 $557,290 $51,808 10.8 
Pershing 2389 $312,708 $29,762 10.5 
Churchill 2606 $338,437 $34,630 9.8 
Lincoln 2659 $267,357 $27,946 9.6 
Lyon 2661 $333,850 $34,922 9.6 
White Pine 2669 $393,417 $41,270 9.6 
Mineral 2815 $213,438 $24,067 9.6 
Humboldt 2854 $403,927 $46,672 9.6 
 
Table 3 offers a synthesis of metropolitan area top-to-bottom ratios,9 showing Nevada metropolitan areas only. In 2015, 
Gardnerville Ranchos was the most disparate metropolitan area, with the average individual in the top 1% earning 
$2,272,387. Meanwhile, the average income for an individual in the bottom 99% was $51,276. This means that the average 
person in Gardnerville Ranchos’ top 1% earned 44.3 times as much as the average person in the bottom 99%. 
 
Table 3:  
RATIO OF TOP 1% INCOME TO BOTTOM 99% INCOME FOR NEVADA METROPOLITAN AREAS, 201510 
METROPOLITAN AREA 
RANK AMONG 
916 U.S. 
METROPOLITAN 
AREAS (BY TOP-
TO-BOTTOM 
RATIO) 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF 
THE TOP 
1% 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF 
THE BOTTOM 
99% 
TOP-TO-
BOTTOM 
RATIO 
Gardnerville Ranchos, NV 10 $2,272,387 $51,276 44.3 
Las Vegas-Henderson-Paradise, NV 19 $1,418,143 $40,770 34.8 
Reno, NV 26 $1,521,676 $45,661 33.3 
Carson City, NV 264 $675,029 $37,289 18.1 
Pahrump, NV 650 $384,292 $28,985 13.3 
Fallon, NV 875 $338,437 $34,630 9.8 
Elko, NV 881 $497,147 $51,709 9.6 
Fernley, NV 883 $333,850 $34,922 9.6 
Winnemucca, NV 903 $403,927 $46,672 8.7 
                                                             
8 No data are reported for Esmeralda County, NV in the original data source (Economic Policy Institute). This table is adapted from Appendix Table B2 of 
Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, and County,” 2019 
(www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
9 The original report by Sommeiller and Price offers ratio of top 1% to bottom 99% income for all 916 metropolitan areas in the United States.  
10 Adapted from Appendix Table B1 of Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, 
and County,” 2019 (www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
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Figure 1 illustrates the shares of income held by the bottom 90%, the 90-99%, and the top 1% within each of Nevada’s 
metropolitan areas. The Gardnerville Ranchos metropolitan area shows the largest disparity between top earners and the 
bottom 90%. Nearly 60% of residents in the Gardnerville Ranchos metropolitan area have earnings in the top 10% of the 
income distribution, while just 41.3% of residents have earnings in the bottom 90% of the income distribution. This is the 
most disproportionate income distribution across Nevada’s metropolitan areas, especially when compared to Winnemucca, 
which has the most proportionate income distribution within the state. In Winnemucca, 36.3% of residents have earnings 
in the top 10%, while 63.6% of residents have earnings in the bottom 90% of the income distribution.  
 
Figure 1:  
SHARES OF INCOME HELD BY TOP 1%, TOP 9%, AND BOTTOM 90%  
IN NEVADA METROPOLITAN AREAS, 2015 
 
 
HOW DOES NEVADA COMPARE REGIONALLY AND NATIONALLY?  
 
Table 4 compares the income inequality found in the Las Vegas-Henderson-Paradise, NV metropolitan area —Nevada’s 
largest metropolitan area— with the other metropolitan areas part of the Southwest Megapolitan Triangle. All three 
metropolitan areas are ranked high among the 916 total metropolitan areas in this analysis, but of the three, residents of 
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Las Vegas-Henderson-Paradise, NV experience greater levels of income inequality than residents of comparable 
metropolitan areas. 
 
Table 4:  
RATIO OF TOP 1% INCOME TO BOTTOM 99% INCOME FOR  
THE SOUTHWEST MEGAPOLITAN TRIANGLE, 201511 
METROPOLITAN AREA 
RANK AMONG 
916 U.S. 
METROPOLITAN 
AREAS (BY TOP-
TO-BOTTOM 
RATIO) 
AVERAGE 
INCOME 
OF THE 
TOP 1% 
AVERAGE 
INCOME OF 
THE BOTTOM 
99% 
TOP-TO-
BOTTOM 
RATIO 
Las Vegas-Henderson-Paradise, NV 19 $1,418,143  $40,770  34.8 
Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim, CA 24 $1,803,340 $53,904 33.5 
Phoenix-Mesa-Scottsdale, AZ 94 $1,038,410 $46,391 22.4 
 
 
Finally, Figure 2 compares the top 1% of earners’ share of all income in the State of Nevada to the United States over 
time, from 1928 through 2015. In 1928, the United States’ top 1% held 23.4% of the income in the country, while Nevada’s 
1% held 14.0% of all income. By 1973, Nevada is nearly equal with national rates, with the top 1% share of income at just 
over 9% of the population within Nevada and across the United States. However, the top 1% share of income increased 
in the next three decades, with the top 1% of earners now holding over one-fifth of all income in the State of Nevada 
(24.8%) and the broader U.S (21.0%).  
 
Figure 2:  
TOP 1% SHARE OF ALL INCOME, U.S. AND BY NEVADA, 1928, 1973, 2007, AND 201512 
 
                                                             
11 Adapted from Appendix Table B1 of Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, 
and County,” 2019 (www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
12 Adapted from Table 11 of Estelle Sommeiller and Mark Price, “The New Gilded Age: Income Inequality in the U.S. by State, Metropolitan Area, and 
County,” 2019 (www.epi.org/publication/the-new-gilded-age-income-inequality-in-the-u-s-by-state-metropolitan-area-and-county/). 
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